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July 28, 1997

Kate Hansel
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite I ] 55
Sacmanento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: CAI,FED Bay-Delta Program Prnposal~ for F~cosystem Restoration Projects and Programs from the
Sonoma Cotmty Water Age~lcy in Kesponse to the I997 Category Ill Request for Proposals (RFP)

DeBt Ms. Hm*sel:

Enclosed please find ten (10) copies of each of the following five (5) CALFED Bay Delta Program Proposals submitted to
you, as required, by 4:00 p.m., on July 28. 1997, by the Sonoma County Water Agency:

1. Napa-Sonoma Marsh Wildlife Area Wetland Restoration

2. City of Peteluma Treatment p10xlt Upgrade

3, Sonoma Valley County Sanitation District q reatment Plant Upgrade

4, Reclaimed Water Pipeline Connecting City of Petaluma and Cily of Santz Rosa Subregional Treatment

Randy D. Poole
General Manager/Chief Engineer
Sonoma County Water Agency

¢¢: C~ro[yn Barbules¢o
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July 25, 1997

Kate Hansel
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 9th Street, #1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. H~unsel:

I am writing in support of the Sonoma County Water
Agency’s application for CALFED Bay-Delta funding.

I understand that the five proposed projects would
create significant environmental benefits while improving the
quali~y of life for Sonoma County residents.

These important restoration efforts are designed to
provide critical improvements to water quality, protect and
restnre the ecosystem by helping sustain diverse and valuable
plant and ~nimal species, and facilitate wetlands
restoration. More specifically, the Sonoma County Water
Agency plans to upgrade wastewater treatment centers to meet
tertiary-treatment levels, reduce discharges of treated
wastewater to San Pablo Bay, provide recycled water to local
agriculture, supply an alternative to freshwater use for
wetland restoration, and off-set freshwater diversions in the
San Antonio Creek Watershed.

CALFED fu~ding is important to the ad%~ncement of these
worthy projects. I urge you to give Sonoma County Wate;
Agency’s application your most serious consideration. If yon
have any questions, please contact Gia Daniller in my San
Francisco office at 415-403-0113..

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara Boxer
United States Senator

BB/gd/jls
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RECLAI~IED WATER PIPELINE CONNECTING
CITY OF PETALUMA A~D CITY OF S~TA ROSA SUB~GIONAL

T~A~ENT PLANTS

~e Sonema Co~W Water Agency (SCWA) i~ requesfi~ CALFED ~ds for design and installation
of a pipeline co~ecting the Ci~ of PetMma ~d ~e City of S~m Rosa Subregional trea~t
pl~ts. This is p~ of a l~ger plm to li~ together and exp~d e~sting di~bution syste~
~sociated wifla w~tewater ~eatment pl~ts to develop a co~ty-wide reclaimed-water ~gatioa
system for ~ficul~al uses. ~s will exp~d the use of reclMm~ water for ~rect benefici~ uses
~d improve water quMity by ~c~g disch~ge~ of recked water to S~ Pablo Bay =d
No~ Bay m~es, ~clud~g ~e Petal~ Sonoma, ~d Nap~ M~shes. ~e S~ Pablo Bay~o~
Bay M~shes complex provides habi~t for M1 ~e fi~hefies of ~e Pfiofi~ S~cies list incl~g
c~ok sMmon, delta smelt, ~I~RMI, ~eelhead ~ouL ~en s~eon, ~d s~ped ~s, =d Mso for
mi~ato~ birds.

~s project may potenfiMly be co~ected ~ ~e pro~sed project to provide reelMmed w~er to
foyer biuem po~ in ~e CMifo~a Dep~t of Fish ~d G~e (CDFG) Napa-Sonoma M~sh
W~ldlife Area. ~tereo~ection of~e pro~d projec~ wo~d incre~e ~e ~o~t wetl~d habitat
~ea available to h~eds of thou~ds of ~gram~ wat~owl, shorebirds, ~d wading b~
~ly on the NoRh Bay M~shes.

~e City of Pet~a is ~ocated in sou~em Sono~ Co~ty approximately 30 ~les no~ of S~
Fr~cisco =d lies ~ ~e PetM~a ~ver water~ed, wMch covers m ~ea of 146 sq~ ~1~.
~ Pe~l~ ~v~ bisects ~e ci~’ of Pe~Muma ~d flows ~ a soundly dffeefion into S~ Pablo
Bay, ~th ~e lower ~Mon of ~e Pe~ma ~ver fo~g one of ~e l~gest fidM m~shes
Bay-Delta region. Sever~ of~e ~butmes to ~e Petal~ ~ zup~ ~omo~ fishefi~.

Sm~ Rosa’s Sub~gionM W~wa~r T~a~t Pl~t is loca~d in ~e sou~em S~ta Rosa VMI~
~d provides w~ter ~a~ent se~ces to ~e cities of S~ Ros~ Ro~e~ Park, Comfi,
Seb~topol. ~ envimmen~ impact ~ysis h~ r~enfly ~n complet~ by ~e Ci~ of S~m
Rosa to add~ss Iong-r~ge solutio~ to ~e disposal of recl~ water generated by t~s system.
Recl~med water produced by ~e S~ta Rosa system is used by local ~fieul~ or d[sc~ged
¯ e Rmsi~ River.

B~ed on exizting agreements ~d meetings between SCWA ~d Sono~ Co~ f~ ~d
r~eh~s over the p~t year, it h~ become app~ent ~at the agficulmrM d~d for reclMmed water
exeee~ the supply produced by w~tewa~r ~eatment pl~ in the co~ty. Con~ction of a
wide imgation system could eliminate or minimize disch~ges of ~l~med water to s~face waters.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION ]

A. Project Description and Approach

f~ased on existing agreements and meetings between SCWA and Sonoma County farmers and
ranchers over the past year, it has become apparent that the agricultural demand for reclaimed water
exceeds the supply produced by wastewater treatment plants in the county. Construction of a county-
wide irrigation system could eliminate or minimize discharges of reclaimed water to surface waters
such as San Pablo Bay.

A plan is being developed for construction of a reclaimed-water irrigation system that would link
together and expand existing distribution systems associated with was~:ewater treatment plants in
Sonoma County. Included in the plan is a pipeline linking the City of Petaluma (Petaluma) and the
City of Santa Rosa (Santa Rosa) Subregional wastewater treatment plants. SCWA is requesting
CALFED funds for design and construction of this pipeline. Construction of a pipeline between thes~
treatment plants would provide environmental, agricu[taral, and public benefits, which inalude
providing agriculture with a reliable source of water, reducing agricultural diversions of fresh water,
reducing discharges of reclaimed wa~er into San Pablo Bay and the Russian River and complying
with State law which encourages use of realaimed water to offset flesh water use.

This project would improve water quality in San Pab[o Bay because of decreased discharge of
reelah’aed water to San Pablo Bay and the North Bay tidal marshes, including Petaluma Marsh,
Sonoma Marsh, and Napa Marsh. San Pablo Bay ~tad the North Bay Marshes provides habitat for all
the fisher.es of the Priority Species list which include chinook salmon, delta smeh, splittail, steelhead
trout, green sturgeon, arid striped bass, and also for migratory birds.

This project may potentially be comaected with the proposed project to provide ~claimed water to the
former bittern ponds in the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Napa-Sonoma Marsh
Wildlife Area. Interconnection of the proposed projects would haerease the amount wetlastd habitat
area available to hundreds of thousands of migratory waterfowl, sharebirds, and wading birds that
rely on the North Bay Marshes.

7toe improvements necessary to complete the project include distribution pipelines and pumping
stations. Installation of the pipeline wd! require the acquisition of pipeline easements fa’om private
property owners and public agencies. The pipeline between the Santa Rosa and the Petalnma
treatment plants will cost approxm~ately $10,(~00,000 to construct and coted be completed within
approximately 6 years.

B. Location aodlorGeographic Boundaries of Project

The City of Petaluma is located in southern Sonoma County approximately 30 miles north of San
Francisco ~’tnd lles within the Petaluma River watershed, which covers an area of 146 square miles
(Figure I). The Petalnma River bisects the city of Petaluma and flows in a southerly direction into
San Pablo Bay, with the lower portion or’the Petaluma River formhag one of the largest tidal marshes
in the Bay-Delta region. Several of the tributaries to the Petaluma River support anadromous
fisheries.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION l
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Santa Rosa’s Subregional Wastewater Treatment Plant is located in the southern Santo Rosa Valley
and provides wastewater treatment services to the cities of S~ta Rosa. Rolmert Park, Cotati, and
Seb~stopol. An environmental impact analysis has recently bean completed by the City of Santa
Rosa to address long-range solutions to the disposal of reclaimed water generated by this system,
Reclaimed water produced by the Santa Rosa system is used by local agricult~-e or discharged into
the Russia~ River

C. Expected Benefits

The primary stressor categories (as defined by the ERPP) addressed by the proposed project are (1)
Water Quality, and (2) Alteration of Flows and Other Effects of Water Management, Priority species,
habitat and expected banefi’ls are summmized in Table 1. Further details en expected benefitz are
discussed below tbr each primary stressor,

T~ble 1. Sumrnar)" of priority species, habitat usage and expected benefits from implementation of the proposed
Petaluma-Santa Rosa reclaimed wastewater wetland rest:oration and inSgation project

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 2
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Primary_ Stressors and Benefits

The ERPP has identified several water quality stressor subcategories within the North Bay region,
including increased contaminants and increased salinity, that will benefit from implementation of the
proposed project.

Increased Contaminants: Currently, the Petaluma treatment plant annually discharges
approximately l. I billion gallons ot’sccondary-treated water into the San Pablo Bay/North
Bay Marshes complex. The Santa Rosa treatment plant annually discharges 3.7 billion
gallons into the Russian Ri,mr. Implementation of the proposed project will make this water
available for wetland restoration at the California Deparmaent offish and Oame (CDF(3)
Napa-Sonoma Marsh Wildlife Area and to agricultural irrigators along the pipeline alignment.
This process wiIl reduce, and potentially eliminate, discharge from both facilities by using the
water for agriculture and allowing any water that is to be discharged to be put to a beneficial
use by diluting r.he concentrated seawater constitueuts in the Napa-Sonoma Marsh Wildlife
Area.

The ERPP has identified several water flow and management subcategodes within the North Bay
rZcological Zone, including hydrograph alterations, entralmment, and migration barriers, that will be
addressed by implementation of the proposed project.

Hydrograph Alreratiom’: By making reclaimed water available for irrigation, farmers will be
able to substitute reclaimed water for existing riparian diversions. This substitution l~ocess
may potentially augment stream flows in tribut,~Lries by eliminating numerous small scale
diversions.

~ntrainment: Reducing eatrathment in the North Bay and Napa R2ver vicinity was identified
by the Technical Team Report of Stressors and Example Restoration Action Summary Report
as a project consistent with 1997 Category ill funding. By making reclaimed water available
for irrigation, farmers will be able to substitute this water source for existing riparian
diversions. This substitution process may potentially eliminate many small scale uuscreeaed

Migration Barriers: [n addition to unscreened or poorly screened intakes, many user~ of
water from creeks and dralnagea use stmuner ~arns to retain water during low flow periods.
Summer dams can be significant migrational barriers for juvenile anadromous fish.
Substituting reclaimed water for 6parian diversions will make summer dam structures
obsolete.

Potential Benefit_~ to Other Ecosystem Restoration Prepares

CDFG Napa-Sonoma Marsh Wildlife Area: SCWA has proposed connecting the Sonoma
Valley CSD and Petaluma’s wastewater treatment plants to provide reclaimed water to ~
former biaern ponds in the California Department of Fish and Garde (CDFG) Napa-Soanma
Marsh Wildlife Area for wetland restoration. These ponds contain large amounts
extremely concentrated seawater constituents that must be diluted to make the ponds suitable
for wildlife. Constructing an intertie between the Petaluma and Santa Rosa Subregional

*,Roa~cr o~scmerto~,
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plants would provide opemtionaI flexthiltty and additioaoal water for the proposed restoration
of these ponds.

potential Benefits to Third Parties

Agriculture: See Table l and above section entitled increased Contaminants.

Russian Rzver: The Russian River has been listed by the American Rivers Institute as one of
the nation’s most imperiled rivers. Implementation or’the proposed project will make
reclaimed water currently discharged into the river available for wetland restoration and
agricultural irrigation, thereby reducing, and potentially eliminating, discharge into the
Russian River.

D. Biological Justification

~ Currently the Petaluma ~’eatment plant atmualiy discharges 1.1 billion gallons of
secondary-treated wastewater into San Pablo Bay. The proposed project world significantly reduce
the quantity of that discharge.

p/oposed Approach and Alternatives: The proposed approach is presented, in detail in Project
Description. Alternatives to the proposed project include continued discharge of secondary-treated
reclaimed water into San Pablo Bay, or trying to develop increased demand for r~nse of secondary-
treated water using the exist~g infrastructure.

Basis for Expected Benefit:s: All of r_he priority species listed in C. EXPECTED BENEFITS are
known to exist in the vicinity of the proposed~ project. The proposed project will improve water
quality in one of the targest tidal marshes in the Bay-Delta Region.

Durability of Expected Benefit.s: The expected benefits associated with the proposed infrastructure
are anticipated to continue as long as the proposed facilities remain operable.

~;tj.gf=L.S.iaI~ See A. PROJECTDESCRIPTION

E. Proposed Scope of Work

Completion of the proposed project will require the preparation ofa CEQA compliance document, an
engineering feasibility study, and a financial plan. Additionally, the proposed project will i~.alnda
design and specifications of a distribution pipeline system, project construction, and distribution
system operations and maintenance. Descriptions afthese tasks are presented below.

Task 1 - CEOA Compliance Document: An evaluation of potential enviroumantal impacts associated
with the construction of the pipeline wilI be required. It is anticipated that this CEQA compliance
process wilt be completed within 18 to 24 months of receiving authorization to proceed.

Task 2 - En~ineerthg Feasibility Study: As part of the CEQA process, an engineering feasibility
study wou!d be performed to evaluate pipeline alignment alternatives for the project. An engineering
feasibility study report would be prepared concurrent with preparation of the CEQA compliance
document and would be completed within 18 to 24 months of receiving authorization to proceed.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 4
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" As part of the CEQA process, a firmacial plan would be prepared that
evaluates the financing options for the proposed project. A financial plan would be prepared
concurrent with preparation of the CEQA compliance document and would be completed within 18 to
24 months of receiving authorization to proceed.

Task 4 - Project Desigr~ Following certification of the EIR, design plans and specifications for
construction or’the projec~ would be prepared. These plans and specitications will be prepared within
18 to 24 months after the CEQA compliance process has been completed.

Task 5 - Project Construction: Project construction activities will include solicitation of bids for
construction of the project based on the design plans and specifications, seiection of a construction
contractor, construction of improvements, project management, and con~Tuction inspection. The
deliverable product resulting from these activities will be a distribution pipeline system. T~is task
will be completed within 12 to 18 months after preparation of the design plans and specifications.

Task 6 - Pipeline Distribution Operation and Maintenance: Following completion of the proposed
project, the pipeline vail require ongoing operations and maintenance. Monitoring reports that are
associated with the operation of the system v~ll be used ~ document these operations.

F. Monitoring and Data Evaluation

To an~yze the effectiveness of this program in improving the quality of San Pablo Bay waters, a
water quality monitoring program would be implemented. Water quality monitoring wou/d be
conducted near former discharge points ~to the Petalttran and Russian Rivers. Baseline sampling
would be conducted in these areas to determine water quality prior ’~o eliminating wastewater
discharge and to provide data for fizture a~a]yrical comparison. Monitoring would incorporate all
elements typically tested in wastewater prior to discharge, including biological oxygen demand
(BUD), total suspended solids, pH, chlorine residuals, copper, zinc, and others.

In addition, monitoring would be conducted on drainages present in areas where reclaimed water is,
or will be, used for irrigation and other purposes. Monitoring woutd ~volve armlyzing water quality
and quantity (flow volume) during late spring, summer, and fall mon~as to assess improvements in
water quality and flow due to a reduction in agricultural use of creeks and streams. Where possible,
base!ine sampling would be conducted ~n these creeks and drainages to determine water quality and
quantity prior to project implementation and to provide data for f~t~re analytical comparison.

G. Implem entability

Cot~truction of a distribution pipeline can be performed using eonventiormi pipeline and pumping
equipment. As indicated previously, pipeline easements will need to be obtained from private
property owners and public agencies.

Santa Rosa’s Subregional and Petaluma’s treatment plants currently provide reclaimed water to
several agricultural users in the southern Sonoma and Petaiuma Valleys that use the water for
irrigating vineyards, hayfields, and pastures. Since July 1996, the SCWA has worked with local
agricultural representatives to evaluate the potential for incressing the use of reclaimed water for
irrigation. ~reliminary calculations indicate that the demand t’or reclaimed water exceeds

PROJECT D£SCRIPT-’ION
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aggregated production capacity of all wastewater treatment plants in Sonoma Coumy. SCWA
representatives have held numerous meetings with the City of Petaluma Counsel, City of Petaluma
engineering and administrative staff, ~d agricultural leaders. Based on these efforts, there is wide
ranging support t’or upgrading the Petaluma treatment plmat to tertian, standards and for providing
reclaimed water to agricultural, municipai, mad industrial users. Many potential users of reclaimed
water could be serviced r.t’ffough b,2th cities’ existing reclamation systems.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 6
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I~’OSTS AND SCHEDULE" TO IMPLEMENT PROPOSED PROJECT

A. Budget Costs

SONOMA COUNTY WATER AGENCY
Direct Salary Service Construction Total

Task Description and Benefits Contracts Contracts Cost
Financial Plan $50,000 $~ $0 $50,000

Financial Plan $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro)ect Desig~ $0 $300,000 $0 $g00,0~]
Project Construction $0 $0 $7,700,000 $7,700,000
Total - CALFED Grant Funding :$0 $800,000 $7,700,~00 $8,$80,000

PROJECT TOTALS
Direct Salary Service Construction Total

Task Description and Benefits (Sontracts Co~trac~s Corot

Project Design $50,00O $1,000,000 $0 $1,050,000
Project Construction $100,000 $0 $8,800,000 $8,900,000
Total - Project $200,000 $1,000,000 $8,800,000 $10,000,000

]~. Schedule Milestones
It is anticipated that this project could be completed within 6 years of receiving the necessary
funding. Schedule milestones for each t~k are presented below.

Task I%timated Completion (from start of pro_iceo
CEQA Compliance Document 24 months
Engineering Feasibility Study 24 months
Financial Plan 24 months
Project Design 48 months
Project Construction 66 months

COSTS AND SCHEDULE      t
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The Sonoma Coun~ Water Agency (SCWA) is a special District created by the California S~te
Legislature (Statutes of 19~9, Chapter 994 as amended). SCWA is empowe~ to produce ~d
furnish surface ~d groundwater fbr beneficial uses; to control ~d dispose of flood, sto~ and o~er
waters; to generate electricaI energy; to provide sanitary sewerage se~ices; and to provide
rec~ational se~ices ~ co~ectien ~ flood con~ol ~d water con~ation works. SCWA
exeNises NI of these powers.

New legislation w~ e~cted ~ t994, to add w~tewater dis~sN to SCWA’s ~o~ibilities. SCWA
~sumed m~gem~t ~spo~ibilities for Co~ ~itafion dis~ets ~d zones on J~u~ t, 1995,
from the former Sonoma Coun~ Dep~t of Public Wor~. Included in ~e Sonoma
s~itation disuic~ ~d zones are ~he Sonoma Valley CSD, Fom~ille Co~ S~itation DisPeL
Gmton Sanitation Zone, Sonoma Co~ Ai~o~ S~i~fion Zone, Geys~ille S~tation Zone, Sou~
P~k Co~ S~imtion DisMc~ ~d Occiden~ Co~ S~iN~on Dis~ct. SCWA’s p~ipN
s~mtion ~ctions ~e to ove~e*, ope~t¢, ~d mNnt~ the s~itation zones ~ ~te~ed by
v~o~ terns requ~d by the Nafio~ Pollution Disch~ge Elimination System ~PDES) N~i~
issued by the Noah Coast ~or S~ Fr~cisco Bay Regional Water~QuNi~ Conuol Bonds.

SCWA h~ ~o p~ncipal water supply ~ctio~. SCWA o~s ~d o~rates a water
system wNch delivers wat~ to a nmb~ of punic ~d investor~med ~ter dis~ibution systems
Sonoma ~d M~ Co.ties. TNs ~s~ssion system is fin~ce~ cons~cted, ~d m~n~ed
pmu~t to ~ Agreement far Water Supply ~d Coasm~on of ~e R~si~ ~ver-Cotati
Project, dated October 25, 1974, ~d ~ ~ended J~e 28, 1995. SCWA Nso re~ates ~e flow of
¯ e Russi~ River for the b~efit of agricul~rM, m~cipN md in~ beneficiN ~es
Mend~o ~d Sonoma Co~ti~ ~d m~cipal ~es in M~n Co~. This ~cfion is c~ out
p~u~t to Decision 1610 of ~ Califo~a Water R~o~ces Con~ol Bo~d da~d April 17, 19~6.
~s Decision ~ended ~e s¢verN appropriative water ~ghts penis held by SCWA md
¯ e criteria for the coordinated operation of two federal project, ~e Coyole V~ley D~ Project on
¯ e E~t Fork Russi~ ~ver ~d th~ W~ Sp~gs D~ Proje~ on D~ Creek. SCWA con~ls
~ter supply storage space of ~e U. S. ~y Co~s of Engineers Projec~ ~der con~a~s
United States Gove~ent. The water ~ssion system is operamd ~ ~ ~te~fise ~th revenues
derived &om water ~d pew¢r sNes. ~e regulation of lhe Russi~ ~ver is a gove~ental
~d NI costs ass~iated wi~ Ne USACE proje~s ~ paid M~ ~e proceeds of coun~de levi~
prope~y ~es, except in the c~e of M~n ~d Mendocino Count benefici~es which pay a water
ch~ge in lieu of ~e Sonoma Co~ propeW tax.

~rs~ to a license from ~e FederN Energy R*gulat~ Co~ission, SCWA co~cted ~d
operates a 2.6 megawag~ydroelecMc project at W~ Springs D~. The pow~ is sold to Pacific
G~ md Elec~ic Company p~su~t to ~ "as delivered" ~blic Utilities Co~ission approved
Interim St~d Offer No. 4 power p~h~e contract. The project ~ fin~ced by ~e water
~smissicn system ente~fise ~d ~d power sNes revenues ~e pledged to ~at ~d.

APPLICANT QUALIFICA"I’IONS 1
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SCWA maintains recreational areas at a number o1" its thcilities. The most important of these is
Spring Lake Park which was constructed by SCWA and is operated by the County of Sonoma
Regional Parks Departmer~t under a service contract with SCWA.

The County of Snnoma Board of Supervisors is, ex officio, the Board of Directors of SCWA. The
C~unty Administrator, Comely Clerk, County Assessor, County Tax Collector, County Auditor,
County Treasurer, County Counsel, Ceunty Purchasing Agency and Dis~ct Attorney are, unless
otherwise provided by tl~e Board of Directors. also ex officio officers of SCWA. SCWA is
administered by the General Manager/Chief Engineer, Randy D. Punic, who serves at the pleasure of
the Board of Directors.

Collaborating Participants

SCWA is seeking statements ef support for this project application from various agencies and
organizations with shared enviroranental interests and coneems. SCWA’s solicitation of support
letters is taking piece concurrently with the preparation of this application. A complete list of the 35
agencies and organizations contacted is provided in Appendix 1. Letters received prior to the
application deadline will be attached for your review. Additional letters will be forwarded to
CALFED as they are received.

Technical, Administrative and Project Management Roles

Randy D. Poole, General ManagertChief Engineer of the Sonoma County Wa~:r Agency (SCWA)
will serve as the Principal Administrator for the project, providing direction and assigning project
management and technical functions to SCWA staff. Fiscal review will be supervised by the
Administrative Services Officer for SCWA. Grant reporting requirements will be monitored and
coordinated by the Grants Procurement Manager.

Binsketches

Randy D. Poole, General Manager!Chief ENgineer, Sonoma County Water Agency
Randy D. Poole holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Agricultural Engineering fi’om Oregon State
University (1976) and is a registered Professional Civil Engineer in the States of California and
Oregon. He is currently the General Manager/Chief Engineer for the Sonoma County Water Agency.
Prior to that, his professional career includes service as Chief E~agineer for the Souoma County Water
Agency (1991-94), Chief Engineer/Assistant General Manager for the Marin Municipal Water
District (1989-91), and Senior Engineer for the City of Portland, Bureau of Water Works, in Portland,
Oregon (1986-89).

Mr. Panic is experienced in CEQA and environmental issues, all levels of management for the
design, construction, operation, and maintenance of major water, wastewater, and recreational water
facilities, including dams, treatment plants, reservoirs, pump stations, ~torage tanks, groundwater well
field systems, larger-diameter pipelines, and other appurtenant facilities. He is also experienced ni all
phases of water and wastewmer supply transmission, storage, pumping, distribution, water fights
issues, and groundwater recharge-extraction programs. His professional memberships include the
American Water Resources Association, American Water Works A~anciation, and the American
Society of Civil Engineers.

APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS 2
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Renee T Webber, Supervising Envirova’nental Specialist, Sonuma County Water Agency
Renee T. Webber holds a Bachelor of Arts degree in Environmental Studies, with a minor in Water
Resources, from California State University, Sacramento (1984). She is currently the Supervising
Environmental Specialist (Environmental Impact Studies and Reports) for the Sonoma County Water
Agency, where she supervises and coordinates the environmental review of public and private
construction and development projects, is responsible for the preparation of appropriate
environmental reports for such projects, and performs related duties as required.

Ms. Webber has a thorough knowledge of Federal, State, and local laws, regulations, current
programs and court decisions pertaiNng to environmental protection. She is well intbrmed about
environmental censiderariens in the design, location, and construction of public (t’~ood control,
highway, water supply, sanitation) and private (residential, commercial, industrial) projects as well as
citizen and publ.ic interest groups dealing with environmental matters.

~q,.~, Supervising Envirmtmental Specialist, Sonoma County Water Agency
Scan K. White holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Fisheries Biology from Humboldt State
University (1991). He is currently the Supervising Enviromnental Specialist (Fisheries) for the
Sonoma County Water Agency, where he manages the Fisheries Enhancement Program. Prior to
that, his professional career includes service as the resident Fisheries Biologist and Wildlife Ecologist
for Wetlands Research Associates, Inc., hi San Rafeel, Califom2a, and also a Director on the Ma.rin
Municipal Water District Beard of Directors.

Mr. White has authored the fisheries componen’~ for numerous environmental documents, including
BiologicM Assessment, Route 37 Improvements White Slough ~pecific Area Plan Environmental
Studies (1995), Cargill Salt Environmental Assessment (1994), and Redwood High School Marsh
Enhancement Monitoring(1993). In addition, he has engaged in a ~Ade variety of fishery resource
surveys and has utilized numerous restoration tecb0aiques.

~, Civil Engineer, Sonoma County Water Agency
Michael D. Thompson holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Civil Eng~eering from Calfibmia
Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo (1982). In addition, he holds a Master of Science
degree in Civil Engineering and a Master of Business AdmivAstmtion degree, both from the
University of California, Davis (1987). He is a registered Professional Civil Engineer as well as a
Registered Enyironmental Assessor hi the State of Califorrfi.a. He is currently a Civil Engineer for the
Sonoma County Water Agency. Prior to that, his professional career includes service at two Novato,
California, firms -- as Senior and Associate Engineer for PES Environmental, Inc. (1989-96), Project
Engineer for Harding Lawson Associates (1987-89) and as Staff Engineer for S. S. Papadopulos,
Davis, California.

Mr. Thompson has provided envirottmental engineering services to both private and public sector
clients. He is familiar with a wide variety of civil and envirenmental engineering projects. He has
prepared structural designs using steel, concrete, and earth building materials, performed groundwater
modeling, become familiar with regulations associated with drlrddng water quality and wastewater
discharge, directed earthwork grading projects, supervised and trained techrtical staff, and managed
complex environmental investigation and remediatieo projects.

APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS
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[ ~’OMPL [ANCE WITH STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS

Conflicts of Interest

The Sonoma County Water Agency, as Applicant, will comply with all State and Federal conflict of
interest laws. inciuding but not limited to, Government Code Section 1090, and Public Contract Code
10410 and 104l 1 for State conflict of interest requirements.

References for Similar Projects
Similar l~rojec~s in whicti the Sonoma County Water Agency has served as a partner, participant, or
lead agency are described in the following project reports:

1. Sonoma Valley County Sanitation Distf~cts Hudeman Slough Discharge Managemen! Plan, 1994

2. Hudeman Slough. Mitigation and Enhancement Wetlands, 1996

3. Sonoma Coun~ Water Agency Fisheries Enhancement Program

4. Adobe Creek Fish.way Construction and Habitat Restoration

5. Russian River Action Plan

COMP£IANCE WITH STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS I
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LETTERS OF SUPPORT
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6947 Cliff Avenue. Bodega Bay, CA 94923
Richard Charter    (707)875-3482 (707)878.2345 fax (707)875-2947

~uiy 22, ~997

CAL~ED Bay-IDelta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
5ac~’amento, CA 95814

To Whom I~ May Concern:

[ ~ w~fi~ in suppo~ o~ a ~t pro~s~ by
a ~ecyded water ~stri~on pipe~e ~e~g the CRy of Petal~ ~d ~ Ci~
of S~ta Rosa Subregio~l Trea~ent Plants. It ~ ~e~ ~t ~s project co~d
fad~tate ~e r~ora~ of degraded bay&ont wetla~ ~bitat at t~ ~II si~ and
wo~Id also p~ovide a very si~cant c~ibu~oR ~ ~e uti~z~on of 1~eated
wastewater for a~t~ irdga~on ~d ~or o~ez ~ve p~s~.

I have been a ~re~ p~cipan~ ~ the res~a~on of ~d~ we~ands at ~ ~no~
Baylands Project ~d t~e Petal~ ~ver Tid~ Marsh Res~ra~ Pro~ect d~ing
my fo~e~ ~n~e as ~ecu~ve
complexRy of ~bita~ ~atora~on projects and ~e challenges f~ced by agendes
seek~g to ca~y out sn~ pzojec~, p~tic~arly when it comes to sec~8 an
a~oca~on of &esh water ~ a wa~r-sca~e

My suppo~ iS cont~ge~t upoR t~zo~gh ~v~o~en~l ~ew of ~e pro~sed
projec~ and ~ COherence of all relev~t ze~atory age~cies ~at the pzoject
would e~ance ~e heal~ of S~ Frandsco Bay.

Sincerely,

Richard Chart~r
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Conservation Action’s tentative endorsement of this project is subject to the
following conditions:

¯     That the net environmentaJ impacts of the proposed projects be
thoroughly studied and that a~l appropriate regulatory agencies agree that the
proiect would enhemce the he~dth of land arid waterways in S~noma County
and of San F~ancisco Bay ecosystems.

That the Sonoma County Water Agency adopts policies which commit
the Agency" to prindples of stewardship and environmental responsibility in
managing its reclaimed water collection and distribution systems.
¯ That the Agency commit to creating permanent mechanisms, such as
advisory committees, through which the local environmental community
will have greater access to information about the activities of the Agency and
greater input into the decision-making of the Agency.

~ these criteria are agreed to by the Son~ma County Water Agency, Sonoma
County Conservation Action supports SCWA’s application for Call Fed grant
funding for the Cargill project.

Please,~t my office if there ~e qu~tious.
/ /"

!Mark Green
Executive Director
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LITE’R, ~ TURE ~’ITED                                                                         ]

~etlands Research Associates. I~c. 1995. Biological Assessment, Route 37 l~provements. Whit~
Slougl~ Specific Area Plan E~viro~menta[ Studies C~mtract !0D858. Prepped for Ca~fom{a Sm~e
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